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.. For the Eorl of Argyle and Laird of Innes, 


To the Repreſentation printed by the Duke of Gordon: 


THE Duke of Gordon pretends by the foreſaid Repreſentation, to ſtope the bad Impreſſion, 

| which he ſays has been given of his Cauſe, without any deſign ro Anticipat his legal De- 
fences ; and yet he is ſo far from touching any Point of the favour thar all good Men doe and will 
perpetually retain for the Marquiſs of 4rgyles memory ; that he only offers a Paper of a few partie 
cnns, wherein the Accompt given by his adviſers, hath very little Trurh, and as little Cons 
utency. 

The Marquiſs of 4zyl did certainly Repreſent one of the moſt loyal Ancient and worthy Fami= 
lies of the Kingdom, and did eminently poſleſs all theſe good: qualities, which from his Predeceſs 
ſors had deſcended vjon him, and albeit the Motives that did incite his Adverſaries to proſecute 
him.in the Year 1661, were, no doubt moſt violent ; ſeeing nothing could fatisfie them, notwithe 
ſfanding of his thenNbjeſties known inclination ro the contrair,ſave hisBlood & Death;yer nothing 
was either alledged or proven againſt him, ſave a few inconfiderable Deeds of that Epidemick Come 
plyance with the Enghþh Uſurpers; wherein the whole Kingdom and a great part of bis Judges were 


Involved ; ſo that all Men may wonder, as all good Men regrate, that ſuch a ſtrange and ſevere— 


Forfautrure,the moſt Gwoundleſs of the many hundreds that have been of late Reſcinded, thould yer 
for. more than eleven Yars, fince the laſt happy Revolution, ſtapd Unreduced. 

' Bur to the Repreſentztion, Ir begins with a Story of a Tocher of 3000s ib. contrafted by the 
Marquifs of Huntly, with his Daughter to the Lord Drummond ; for which, the Marquiſs of Argyle, 
ahd Eat! of South-ſque, with the Laird of Ines and others, became Cautioners, and that for Relief of 
this Debt,and of 22000 lib, more, that they were alſo ingaged in, for the Matquils of Huntly to Murray 
of-Skirline ;. the Marquiſs of Argyle got ſecurity by Infefrment, in the Barronies of Lochquaber and Ba« 
denoth ; and that the Earl of Soutbe que Purſuing the Duke of ' Gordon for Relicf of the Half: It was 
made appear in that Proceſs, that che Marquiſs of zrgyle pofleſt theſe Lands from the Year 1644. 

- The truth of which Story is, That the Marquiſs ef Argyle was indeed ingaged in theſe Debts, as 
if ſeveral others, for the Marquiſs of Huntly bis Brother in Law, and got Security for bis Relief ; 
bur had in effeQ little or, no Intromiſſion,ril! after the Year 16. at which time, having Comprted 
with Marquiſs Lewis the Þake of Gordons Father,it appears. by the Printed Minute of Contra&; that 
all Intromiſſhions being diſcounted, the Marquiſs of Hzntl acknowledges himſelf Debiror to the Mar« 
quiſs of Argyle, in the Sum of 245028. 1:3. and for Payment of the Annualrents thereof, he Aﬀigned 
him to as much of his Rents; And likewiſe, gives the Marquiſs of Argyle power to Sell Lands for 
payment of the Principal, 2% | 2 

Bar fo Groundleſs and Inconſiſtent is the Dukes Repreſentation in this matter, that Firſt it forgets 
thar the Laird of Innes did truly pay the half of the ſaids 30000 1ib. with Annuilrents thereof, to 
the Eart of Perth, for which having got bis Afſignmenr, againſt the Marquifs of H«ni!p, and tbe other 
Cantioners : The Marquiſs of Argyle, who chad taken upon him the whole Debr, did moſt juſtly give 
to the Laird of Innes a Security for tha ſaid 15000 lib. with the Annualrents, making then 20000 lib. 
oft of the Lordſhip of Enzze, a part of the Eſtate of Huntly, which now the Duke of Gordon to very 
hardly and unjuſtly diſowns. 2. The Repreſentation makes mention of Southeſques proces, but con» 
cea!ls that Sourheſque prevailed in that Proceſs ; not becauſe the Marqueſs of Argyl had got Payment 
of the Debr by his Intromiſſions, which had been ridiculous, fince thereupon the Duke of Gordon 
ſhould have been affoilzied ; But becauſe the Iifefrment of Relief, having been given to the Mare 
quefs of gl, for Southeſque behoof, as well as his own; the Earl of Seutheſque mentaired his Right 
againſt the Forfeiture, and the Retour of Quinquennial Poſſeſſion, whereby the Duke of Gordon 
thought to have excluded him, by the Marquiſs of Argylls Poſſeſſion, and thus the Earl of Southeſque 
prevailed ; but not at all. on the account, that the Marquiſs of 4rgy] had got Payment by this In« 
tromiſſions, which was never dreamed of, | 

'The Repreſentation goes on and alledges, That the Marquiſs of A4rgy! did Purchaſe Beattons. Appry- 
ſing ; Bat deſignedly fupprefſes, how that the Marquiſs of Argyl was neceſlitat to Purchaſe the ſame 
for $000 lib, flerl. and upwards : And Sir Wiliam Dicks Appryſing for eight Thouſand Pound 
Srerting, and upwards. As likewiſe, ſome other Debts, that he might make good his fores- 
ſaid Infeftment for Releif; And how that when he had Purchaſed all theſe Debrs,he was ſtill cone 
rent to give the Marquiſs of Huntly his Nevoy,the Benefit of all the Compoſitions he had made; And 
that the foreſaid Sum contained in the Printed Minute, 1s the Sum that was found truely due to the 
Marquiſs of Areyl, after all deduQiion. 

The Repreſentation alledges, That the Marquiſs of Argyle could not juſtly give Jnnes a Security 
out of theLordſhip ofEnz/e for the foreſaid 20000 lib.Becruſe 4rgy! himſelf had got payment for it by 
his Intromiſfions ,but this Paragraph contains ſo many Falſechoods : Thar it is a wonder to ſee them 
in Print. For Firſt, It fays that the Marquiſs of Argyl was in Peſſefiion of goco Merks a Year of the 
Eſtate of Huntly, from the 1644. to the 16S and ſo was payed by his Intromiffions ; which is ſo far 
from truth, that it was in the Year 165Þ$ that the foreſaid Printed Minut paſt betwixt 4271 and 
Huntly, and where Huntly confeſſes himſelf to be ſo vaſtly his Debitor. 2. The Repreſentation denys 
that Jnnes payed the 15000 lib, with Annualrents thereof,to the Earl of Perth ; Vet Jnnes doth aQuuall 
produce the Earl of Perchs Receipt and Afſignation for his relief after diſtreſs, by che ourm 
legal Diligences, which no Man can believe, could be given without Payment. $g. The 
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Repreſentation ſays, . That the. .Marqueſs of 4-gyl]e hadRight to no other Debts of theFamily 
of Huntly, ſave the foreſaid 'Tocher of 30a00 lib:;. and the Debe of 22006 ib, duls © to Skirlin, .. ſince 
It is certain and can, inſtantly be.Inſtrutted that he had Right to Six Thomae.*Nico!ſons, Sir Willians 
Dicks,” Mrs. Wakfield, and; ſeveral others extending to a Vaſt Sum. 4, Efte, The Marqueſs made 

ppoſition to,Beatouns Infeftment; }yet that doeth only. confirm the neceflity he, was in to fatisfic 
Beatoun before he CON Senn his own Payrngnt and Relief. 'And,'5. By what, js ſaid the Honoy- 
rable Court of Parlianent may perceive how”"abſurdely the Repreſentation would make Ines his 
Right a contrivance betwixt him and the Marqueſs of Argyle, fince Innes grqely payed the Mone 
to the Earl of Perth, and Argyle did juſtly give him a Security for-the ſame 6ut of the Eſtate of Hunrly 
as having taken on him thar Debt for the Marqueſs of Huntly, and included it in the iforeſaid Sum 
contained in the Printed. Minur. | rs 

The Repreſentation to take off the Earl of Argyles juſt Claim of Debt againſt the Family of Hunt!y 
upon the foreſaid Printed Minut, alleadges things ſo inconſiſtent. that it is.almoſt a ſhame to repeat 
them ; For firſt, itſays that the Marqueſs of Argyle had that Kindneſs for his Nevoy the Marqueſs 
of Hently, as to cover Hunths Poſſeſſion in regard his Father had been Forefaulted trom the Zngliſh 
Uſurpers,and yet immediately it ſubjoyns, That the Marques of4rgyle hereby geting acceſs roHuntles 
Charter Chiſt, had the Opportunity to make uſe of retired Bonds and our of chie produtt of Huntlys 
Eſtate. ro compone Huntlyes Debts at his pleaſure, than which there can be nothing more ungrate, 
unreaſonable and abſurd, 2. It ſays that the Marqueſs of Argzle was highly in Favours with the 
Engliſh, whereas all Menthat remember theſe times know that the Marqueſs & Argyle was the Man 
of }:15 Quality in Scorlaud that was moſt ſuſpetted by the Enghjh; And that inſtead of Fayours he 
could never fo much as obtain Juſtice of them, and if he had been ſo much in Favour with the 
Engl:ſþ, and had been ſoill intended towards the Family of Huntly, what ſhowi have hindered him 
to have taken Poſſeſſion of the whole Eſtate of Huntly either by vertue ofthe Forfeiture, or by 
vertue ofBeatouns expired Appryſing whereof he had then Right in his Perſon. But, 3. The 
beſt account that can be given for the Marqueſs of Argyles Vindicaticn in R:latien to the Eſtate of 
Huntly,are the Marqueſs of Argy/ his own Words when Arraigned before the Parliament 1661,which 
are theſe: For the Eſtate of Huntly I had nothing in it but for my own abſ1lutly Neceſſary Relief, and was 
ever moſt willing to part with any Intereſt I had therein, getting his Friends who Irofeſs much Zeal for the 
Panding of the Family Ingadged for Warrandice to me of any Portion that ſhould fall to me, for my Satisfa@ion, 
and to Evidence that I was no means to harm the Family, I flood with my Rights betwixt all Fines and For« 
fertures and Accompted for any thing I could receive, and ts manifeſt yet farder thai the burden of that Family 
was not from any extrinſick Cauſe of themſelves I have under the old Marqueſs's own Eand, and his Sons George 
Lord Gordon, who was a wery worthy Young Nobleman the juſt Inventary of their Debts amouvting to about 
Ten Hundreth Thouſand Merks in the Year 1640, © T | 

Theſe being the Words of the Marqueſs, having his Death certainly in his View will no doubt 
be much better believed then this Groundleſs Repreſentation. 4. How unjuſt then the Repreſen« 
tation 1s to alleadge that the Earl of Argyle hath nothing to Claim of the Eſtate of Hunzly, and that he 
ſhould content himſelf wich the Nle of Exrland the Gift of 15000 bb yearly,. which he got out 


of his own Eſtate upon the Marqueſs of 4rgyls Forfeiture, and let the remainder ofhis Eſtate go for 
the Payment of Huntlys Debt, all Men may Judg | by 
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The Duke of Goraor and the Earl of 4hoyn? poſlcſ: Ss NO-ICls then 5 Ooe Us, fovl. yearly fecc of Debt, | 


by vertue of the Marqueſs of 4rgyls Forfeiture: And yet this Paper has the Confidence to ſay that 
the Earl of Argyle ſhould content himſelf with 15000 Lib. Sco:s of his GrandeFathers Eſtate, and let thereſt go 
for the Payment of the Marqueſs of Huntlys Debt, who ever hearathe like! _ : | 
The Repreſentation ends with ſome Refle&ions upon the Printed Minut 1653; ſtating the Debt 

due by the Houſe of Huntly to Argyle ; And 1.'It alleadges, that the Writer thereof is not deſigned. 
but the Writer is Named and may ſtillbe Deſigned ; beſides that the Paper is Subſcribed by both 
Parties and many honourable Perſons. 2: Ir alleadges, ' That Marqueſs Lewis wasnot Infeft as 
Heirto his Father, nor could he indeed be Infeft; becauſe his Father was then Forefaulted, bur 
what could the Marqueſs of Argyle do more for the Marqueſs of Huntly, than to keep him in the. 
Poſſeſſion of his Eſtate, notwithſtanding ofhis Fathers Forfeiture, and fairly to. ſtate the Debt due 
to him by the Marqueſs of Huntly, when he might have Poſſeſt the: Eſtate .Irredeemably without 
either Compt or Reckoning. 3: The Repreſentation. agzin alleadges rhe Marqueſs of Argyles 
Power with the Engliſh and over the Marqueſs of Huntly his Nevoy, and that he poſleſt the whole 
Eftatc of Hwntly fornine years except only 7009 Merks a year, which are all three falſe : For the 
Marqueſsof Argyle, as hath been ſaid, was in no Favour with the Engliſh, nor had the Marqueſs of 
Huntly any dependence upon him, but was a Man for himſelf, and behaved as abſolutely as any of 
his Predeceſſors. And all the Poſlsflion that the Marqueſs of Argyle obtained, was to have the 
Chamberlands obliged to pay him his Annualrents as the Printed Minut bears, and which Aarwual. . 
rents he never got. ogg | Pr wie BT a 
: - So that upon the whole, this Repreſentation for the Duke of Goravr is in effett much more. 
againſt him. : PS 


